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Delegates  to  the  State  Branch  A. 
F.ofL. — In  submittingthe  Annual  Report 
of  the  Legislative  Committee  ot  the  State 
Branch,  space  will  permit  but  little  more 
than  the  bare  enumeration  of  facts, 
leaving  it  for  .vou  as  delegates,  and 
others  who  may  be  interested  in  labor 
legislation,  to  draw  your  own  inferences 
as  to  the  political  significance  of  these 
facts. 

Our  concern  is  primarily  with  measures, 
not  with  party  organizations,  but  it  will 
not  be  difficult  for  those  who  are  desirous 
of  applying  party  tests  to  ascertain  from 
the  subjoined  records,  the  political  com¬ 
plexion  of  the  roll-call  upon  the  most  dis¬ 
tinctively  labor  measures. 

Following  is,  I  believe,  a  list  of  its 
principal  labor  bills  introduced  during 
the  past  year,  and  action  taken  thereon: 

1.  A  bill  to  protect  trade  labels, 
chapter  104,  introduced  by  your  Legisla¬ 
tive  Cofnmittee,  by  instructions  of  the 
Springfield  Convention,  especially  cham¬ 
pioned  by  Representative  Lyons,  and 
passed  practically  without  opposition. 

2.  The  bill  making  8  hours  a  day’s 
work  for  employee  of  Stateand  cities  was 
thoroughly  agitated,  and  in  many  sec¬ 
tions  the  recommendations  of  the 
Federation  were  carried  out,  circular 
letters  were  sent  to  Senators  and  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  and  public  opinion  was 
reached  through  the  press  and  pulpit. 
When  the  time  came  for  the  vote,  how¬ 
ever,  the  labor  men  having  charge  of 
the  measure  found  that  it  would  surely 
be  defeated, but  the  prol  labilities  were  that 
a  nine  hour  bill  would  pass.  It  was 
thought  better,  after  a  careful  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  subject,  to  accept  this  com¬ 
promise  rather  than  to  sustain  the  shock 
upon  the  general  short  hour  movement 
that  would  ensue  from  an  unconditional 
defeat  of  the  8  hour  bill.  The  9  hour  bill 


was  consequently  accepted  by  the  House 
and  passed  the  Senate  by  a  vote  of  21  to 
16.  This  measure  goes  into  effect 
January  1, 1891. 

3.  Another  measure  of  especial  interest 
is  the  constitutional  amendment  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  abolition  of  the  poll  tax  as  a 
prerequisite  for  voting.  This  bill  has 
passed  its  first  stage,  and  the  coming 
Legislature  will  decide  upon  its  reference 
to  a  popular  vote.  Too  great  import¬ 
ance  can  hardly  be  attached  to 
united  effort  upon  this  measure,  as  the 
present  system  of  compelling  a  citizen  to 
purchase  the  right  of  casting  his  own 
vote,  bears  most  hardly  upon  the  wage- 
earners,  and  results  in  the  disenfranchise¬ 
ment  of  thousands. 

4.  The  “  Fines  Bill  ”  was  again 
defeated,  although  submitted  in  a  much 
modified  form.  It  passed  the  House  92 
to  40,  without  a  roll-call,  but  met  its 
fate  in  the  upper  branch,  20  to  20, 
President  Sprague  giving  the  deciding 
vote  .against  if. 

5.  A  bill  [chapter  183]  was  passed 
prohibiting  the  employment  of  women 
and  children  in  manufacturing  establish¬ 
ments  between  the  hours  of  10  p.m.  and 
6  a.m.  This  bill  was  introduced  by  Rep. 
Carter,  of  Lawrence,  aud  was  enacted 
none  too  soon  to  prevent  the  growing- 
tendency  of  corporate  power  to  treat 
their  flesh  and  blood  machinery  as  of  no 
more  consequence  than  their  iron  and 
steel  machinery. 

6.  A  bill,  introduced  by  Rep.  Lyons, 
to  prevent  discrimination  by  employers, 
against  ineinbeis  of  labor  societies,  was 
defeated  by  a  vote  of  67  to  45,  without  a 
roll  call. 

7.  The  bill  regulating  the  hours  of 
labor  of  railroad  employes,  introduced 
by  Rep.  Moriarty,  was  defeated  by  a 
vote  of  96  to  80. 
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8.  The  “Saturday  half-holiday  bill”  of 
Reps.  Edmunds  and  Quincy,  passed  the 
House,  but  was  killed  in  the  Senate  by  a 
vote  of  24  to  15. 

9.  A  bill,  introduced  by  Rep.  Williams, 
extending  the  scope  of  the  Employers’ 
Liability  Act,  passed  the  House,  but  was 
finally  defeated  in  the  Senate  by  a  vote 
of  20  to  13. 

10.  A  bill  to  secure  notice  of  a  cut-down 
in  wages  was  acted  on  adversely. 

11.  An  order  introduced  by  Rep. 
Moriarty  to  compel  railroads  to  furnish 
a  greater  number  of  brakemen  was  acted 
on  adversely. 

12.  Representative  Conlin’s  order  pro¬ 
viding  for  a  Saturday  half-holiday  for 
municipal  employes  met  with  a  like 
fate. 

13.  No  action  was  taken  upon  the 
order  of  Rep,  Howard  of  Lawrence,  pro¬ 
hibiting  the  employment  of  children 
under  thirteen  in  mercantile  or  manu¬ 
facturing  establishments. 

14.  The  bill  permitting  cities  and 
towns  to  manufacture  and  sell  gas  and 
electric  lights,  largely  supported  by 
Nationalists,  passed  the  House,  but  was 
killed  in  the  Senate. 

15.  A  bill  was  passed  raising  the  time 
of  school  attendance  to  30  weeks  a.  year, 
if  the  schools  are  open  so  long. 

16.  The  legislation  asked  for 
especially  by  its  railroad  men,  prohibit¬ 
ing  the  importation  into  the  State  by 
corporations  of  armed  bodies  of  mercen¬ 
aries,  was  not  considered  by  the  House. 

17.  The  law  providing  for  biennial 
elections  of  members  of  the  Legislature 
passed  its  first  stage.  Steps  should  be 
taken  to  warn  our  members  of  the 
danger  of  this  pioposed  change,  and  to 
guard  against  it. 

18.  A  bill  was  passed  fixing  the  mini¬ 
mum  age  of  persons  having  charge  of 
elevators.  Reps.  Moore  and  Quincy 
having  the  bill  particularly  in  charge. 

There  were  several  other  minor  mea¬ 
sures,  such  as  those  affecting  the 
procedure  of  voting,  factory  regulations, 
and  several  bills  of  a  reform  character, 
but  affecting  citizens  as  a  whole,  rather 
than  wage-earners  as  a  class,  but  those 
enumerated  above  make  up  practically  a 
complete  list  of  distinctively  labor  bills. 

From  the  above  report  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  balance  of  the  account  of 
organized  labor  with  the  .Legislature  of 
Massachusetts  was,  as  usual,  largely  on 
the  wrong  side  of  the  ledger.  While  we 
possessed  a  good  fighting  minority  in 
the  lower  branch,  the  Senate  maintained 


its  reputation  .  as  managing  under¬ 
taker  for  the  labor  bills,  whose  life  was 
sought  aft  er  by  corporate  influence.  Our 
friends  were  also  handicapped  by  the 
composition  of  the  Joint  Labor 
Committee,  which,  while  embracing  some 
of  Lie  staunchest  defenders  of  labor’s 
rights,  yet  was  so  made  up  that 
“inexpedient  to  legislate”  was  its  usual 
report  upon  labor  bills  submitted  to 
its  tender  mercies.  Some  plan  should  be 
adopted  by  which  prospective  candidates 
for  the  speakership  can  be  couvmced  that 
both  good  policy  and  common  decency 
demand  sufficient  consideration  on  their 
part,  for  the  interest  of  the  wage-earners 
of  the  State,  so  that  the  important  com¬ 
mittee  which  has  to  deal  with  the  most 
vital  of  Legislative  problems,  the  labor 
question,  should  not  be  annually  packed 
against  labor  reform  measures. 

To  this  end  1  recommend  that  the 
incoming  Legislative  Committee  of  the 
Federation  be  instructed  to  use  all 
honorable  means  to  secure  the  election  of 
a  Speaker  of  the  House  friendly  to  our 
cause. 

While  not  especially  instructed  to  as¬ 
sist  the  passage  of  all  the  above-named 
bills,  your  committee  has  been  repre¬ 
sented  at  every  public  hearing  upon  labor 
measures.  The  major  part  of  the  work 
has  devolved  upoii  the  chairtnau  of  the 
committee,  as  the  only  other  active  mem¬ 
ber,  Henry  S.  Lyons,  of  North  Adams, 
was  a  member  of  the  House,  and  did  yeo¬ 
man  service  from  within  the  gates. 

As  the  burden  of  attending  all  commit¬ 
tee  hearings  is  an.  onerous  one  to  be 
placed  upon  one  individual,  I  would  sug¬ 
gest  that  the  legislative  committee  for 
the  coming  year  be  constituted  of  three 
persons  who  shall  be  within  easy  access 
of  the  State  House,  so  that  a  division  of 
labor  may  be  secured. 

I  am  further  of  opinion  that  the  policy 
of  concentration  which  has  so  developed 
the  Federation  upon  economic  lines,  pro¬ 
ducing  the  fruition  of  a  large  increase  of 
membership  during  the  short-hour  move¬ 
ment,  should  be  also  adopted  as  our  leg¬ 
islative  policy.  To  this  end  I  recommend 
that  three  measures  be  selected,  such  as 
the  judgment  of  this  convention  shall 
deem  the  most  important,  and  that  agi¬ 
tation  be  centered  upon  these  measures 
by  public  advocacy,  ante-election  circu¬ 
lars  to  prospective  candidates,  petitions 
and  representation  at  legislative  hear¬ 
ings. 

In  this  connection  it  is  proper  to  state 
that  a  conference  of  labor  reformers,  rep- 


resenting  many  different  social  and  eco¬ 
nomic  reform  societies,  bus  recently  been 
held  in  Boston,  and  that  a  circular  has 
been  issued  to  the  labor  organizations  of 
the  State  asking  an  expression  oi  opin¬ 
ion  as  to  the  relative  importance  of  re¬ 
form  measures,  with  a  view  toward  ob¬ 
taining  that  unity  of  action  so  essential 
to  success. 

I  would  therefore  recommend  that  the 
Federation  lend  its  legislative  co-opera¬ 
tion  to  the  conference  in  the  support  of 
those  measures  which  receive  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  major  portion  of  organized 
labor. 

A  fruitful  source  of  our  defeat  in  the 
Legislature  has  been  the  unfortunate 
hick  of  harmony  between  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  mechanic  and  agricultural 
classes.  If  these  two  elements  were  allied 
they  could  practically  dictate  the  course 
of  legislation.  Unhappily,  however, 
the  farmer  vote  has  been  too  o  ten  re¬ 
corded  against  our  factory  and  educa¬ 
tional  acts,  and  in  some  instances  the 
mechanic  vote  has  helped  to  deffeat  lega¬ 
tion  in  the  farmer’s  interest.  So  cons  ic- 
uously  was  this  illustrated  in  the  Senate 
in  the  vote  upon  the  “Fines’’  and  “Oleo” 
bills,  that  I  took  the  liberty  of  communi¬ 
cating  with  Secretary  Whittaker  of  the 
Farmers’  League,  asking  if  a  conference 
could  not  be  held  and  some  agreement 
reached  so  that  the  representatives  of 
the  two  great  producing  classes  of  the 
Commonwealth  should  not  be  played  as 
foils  against  each  other  to  the  decided 
advantage  of  corporations  I  received  a 
reply  stating  that  the  matter  would  be 
laid  before  the  State  Council  of  the 
League. 

I  recommend  that,  this  convention  care¬ 
fully  consider  the  basis  upon  which  it  is 
willing  to  form  such  an  alliance,  and  that 
the  leaislarive  committee  be  instructed 
to  open  up  further  negotiations  with  the 
Farmers’  League,  and  that  a  committee 
of  three  be  appointed  to  draw  up  a  spe¬ 
cial  address  to  the  agricultural  classes, 
setting  forth  the  reasons  why  our  mutual 
interests  demand  a  reciprocity  treaty  be¬ 
tween  us,  both  at  the  polls  and  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Legislature. 

In  accordance  with  instructions  of  the 
Boston  convention,  I  have  called  atten¬ 
tion,  by  circular,  to  the  fact  that  a  report 
would  be  issued,  directly  after  the  ad¬ 
journment  of  this  convention,  containing 
the  summarv  of  the  legislative  work  per¬ 
formed  by  the  Federation  anil  the  record 
of  the  yea  and  nay  vote  upon  labor 
bills.  1  would  suggest  to  delegates  the 


importance  of  getting  their  local  bodies 
to  take  immediate  action  upon  those  cir¬ 
culars,  as  the  yea  and  nay  record  is  the 
best  means  we  possess  of  determining  as 
to  whether  candidates  for  re-election  may 
properly  ask  for  the  suffrages  of  labor 
reformers. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  permit, 
ftie  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the  duties 
devolving  upon  your  legislative  commit¬ 
tee  are  difficult  and  delicate  ones.  It  is  a, 
matter  for  congratulation  that,  in  view 
of  the  subtle  and  persistent  opposition  of 
corporate  agents,  we  are  able  to  report 
even  so  much  gain  has  been  made.  It 
would  be  a  matter  ot  pleasure  to  me  to 
enumerate  those  Senators  and  Repre¬ 
sentatives  who  have  steadfastly  fought 
for  our  cause,  but  in  view  of  the  lact  that 
we  cannot  too  scrupulously  guard  our 
legislative  report  from  auy  suspicion  of 
partisan  bias,  it  may  be  better  to  simply 
express  our  thanks  to  all  those  who 
were  found  on  the  side  of  popular  rights, 
without  mentioning  individuals.  I  trust, 
however,  that,  as  the  record  is  scanned 
all  members  will  bear  in  mind  the  im¬ 
portance  of  standing  by  our  friends. 

Our  State  is  still  iu  the  vau,  so  far  as 
labor  legislation  is  concerned.  Properly 
organized  action  upon  election  day  will 
serve  to  keep  her  there.  There  are  still 
great  victories  to  be  won  in  legislative 
halls,  great  dangers  to  confront. 

As  the  labor  problem  towers  above  all 
other  issues  of  the  day,  as  the  bread-and- 
butter  issue  is  greater  than  the  party 
issue,  let  us  seek  those  means,  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  party,  which  will  best  advance  the 
interests  of  labor. 

Fkank  K.  Foster, 
Chairman  Legislative  Committee. 


ACTION'  OF  CONVENTION. 

The  above  report  of  the  Legislative 
Committee  of  the  Massachusetts  State 
Branch  of  the  American  Feneration  ot 
Labor  was  referred  to  a  special  commit¬ 
tee  of  three,  whose  report,  which  was 
unanimously  adopted,  was  as  follows: 

Your  committee,  having  examined  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Legislative  Committee,  have 
agreed  to  heartily  endorse  the  actions  of 
said  committee  in  their  arduous  labors  of  the 
past  year.  And  we  suggest  that  the  three  (3) 
following  recommendations  or  the  Legisla 
tive  Committee  be  adopted,  viz  :  1st,  to  favor 
the  abolition  of  the  poll  tax  as  a  prerequisite 
to  voting;  2d,  an  eight-hour  law  for  city, 
town  and  State  employees;  3d,  an  act  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  employment  of  Pinkerton  detec¬ 
tives  bv  corporations. 

We  also  favor  the  continuance  of  annual 
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sessions  of  the  General  Court  and  the  elec¬ 
tion  ot  a  candidate  for  Speaker  who  will 
pledge  himself  to  appoint  on  the  Labor  Com¬ 
mittee  only  men  who  will  favor  labor  inter¬ 
ests.  We  recommend  t  at  the  Legislative 
Committee  be  empowered  to  confer  with 
any  Committee  of  the  Knights  of  Labor,  So¬ 
cialists  or  Nationalists  on  any  measure  that 
tends  to  the  best  interests  ot  the  working 
classes.  • 

We  also  recommend  that  the  Legislative 
Committee  be  empowered  to  formulate  some 
basis,  which  in  their  judgment  seems  best 
tor  the  interest  of  labor,  on  which  an  alliance 
may  be  formed  with  the  Farmers’  League, 
and  that  the  committee  be  authorized  to 
draw  up  an  address  to  the  agricultural 
classes,  seiting  forth  the  reasons  why  out- 
mutual  nterests  demand  a  reciprocity 
treaty  between  us  at  the  polls. 

We  also  recommend  that  the  Legislative 
Committee  appointed  should,  for  the  best  in¬ 
terests  of  labor,  be  within  easy  access  of  the 
State  House. 

We  also  recommend  that  the  resolution 
submitted  by  Mr.  Cavanaugh  relating  to  the 
necessity  of  the  introduction  in  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  ot  an  act  whereby  citizens  ot  the  differ¬ 
ent  towns  and  cities  shall  be  given  the  pref¬ 
erence  to  be  employed  upon  all  works  laid 
out  by  towns,  cities  and  counties,  whether 
contract  or  not,  be  referred  to  the  Legislative 
Committee. 

M.  P.  Cavanaugh,  )  Committee 

H.  A.  Kievenaar,  j  on 

T.  J.  Troye,  )  Legislative  Report. 


ROLL  CALLS  ON  LABOR  BILLS. 

It  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  labor 
men  in  the  Blouse  did  not  put  that  body 
oftener  on  record  upon  labor  measures. 
As  it  is,  there  are  but  three  bills  upon 
which  an  approximately  test  record  can 
be  found.  Those  who  desire  to  obtain 
the  party  complexion  of  the  vote  cast 
qan  do  so  by  applying  to  the  publisher  of 
this  report. 

VOTE  ON  BIENNIAL  ELECTIONS. 

YEA8. 

Messrs.  Adams,  Albree,  Alden,  T.,  Allen,  J., 
Baker,  W.  G.,  Bancroft,  Barker,  Barnes, 
Bates,  Bemis,  Bennett,  Bicknell,  Billings, 
Bowman,  Britton,  Brown,  Buchholz,  Bucklin, 
Bullock,  Butler,  Carpenter,  G.  N.,  Carpenter, 
H.,  Carter,  Cate,  Chamberlin,  Cheeseman, 
Clark,  A.  O.,  Clark,  E. T.,  Clarke,  G.  E.,  Co¬ 
burn,  Connell,  Cook,  II.,  Cook,  L.  A.,  Cooke, 
G.  P  ,  Crane,  Crockett,  Curtis,  Cushing,  Cut¬ 
ler,  Ballinger,  Dame,  Davis,  E.,  Davis,  J.  H., 
Day,  B.,  Dav,  F.  B.,  Delano,  J.  W.,  Edson, 
Emery,  Fairbanks,  Farnum,  Fenno,  Ferren, 
Field,  Fletcher,  Gage,  Gilman,  Glasgow, 
Goodhue,  Goodnow,  Gray,  Greene,  Handley, 
Harrison,  Harvey,  Hemenway,  Henderson, 
Hildreth,  J.,  Ilildretli,  S.B.,  Hollister,  Hooper, 
Howland,  Hunt,  Jones,  Kellogg,  Kendall, 
Kilmer,  Kimball,  II.  A.,  Kimball,  J.  W., 
Kirby,  Kittrt  dge,  Lattimore,  Leslie,  Lewis, 
Lincoln,  Loring,  Macomber,  Marchant,  Mc- 
Fethries, Millet, Milton,  Monk,  Moore, 0., Mori- 
son,  Morse,  Mott,  Munsell,  Murray,  Norcross, 
Oakman,  Parkhurst,  J.,  Parkhurst,  W.  E. , 
Parks,  Paul,  Pickering,  Powers,  Pindle, 
Quigley,  Quincy,  Rice,  Rich,  Rowell, 


Salter,  Sanders,  Sanford,  Sanger,  Sears, 
Smalley,  Smith,  C.  W.,  Smith,  P.,  Soliier, 
Stanley,  Stearns,  Story,  Stover,  Sullivan.  E., 
Tatt,  Thurston, Tibbetts,  Tripp, Tucker,  Tuft.*, 
Turner,  Varnum,  Wallace,  Wardwell,  War¬ 
ren,  Wheaton,  Wln-eler,  White,  Winslow, 
Woodman,  Worcester,  Worth. 

Nays. 

Messrs.  Alden.  J.  T.,  Allen,  R.  B.,  Baker,  C. 
H.,  Barry,  Boodey,  Brophy,  Buckley,  Conim, 
Coveney,  Dewey,  Donohoe,  Edwards,  Gilles 
pie,  Hayes,  E  B.,  Herrod,  Hullord,  Kimball, 
R.,  Littlefield,  Lomasney,  Lynch,  Lyons,  Mc¬ 
Donald,  McEnam  y,  McNamara,  Meade,  Mit¬ 
chell,  Moore,  M.  J.,  Moreau,  Moreland,  Mori- 
arty,  O’Brien,  Penney.  Peterson,  Rady7,  Rich¬ 
ardson.  Sprout,  Sullivan,  J.  IL,  Tower. 

Yeas,  143;  Nays,  38. 

Pairs. 

On  this  question,  Messrs.  Kempton,  Ran- 
lett,  Swallow,  Tuttle,  Davis  of  Boston, 
Luther,  Lane,  Cady,  Grossman,  Goddar-  , 
Macfarlane,  Thomas,  Eld  edge,  Barrett, 
Greenough  and  Perkins,  who,  it!  was  an¬ 
nounced,  would  hav  - voted  in  the  affirmative, 
were  paired  respectively  with  Messrs.  Mc¬ 
Donough  of  Boston,  Ladd,  Mnccabe,  Mc¬ 
Donough  ot  Fall  R  ver,  Garter,  Howard, 
Quinn,  Garvey,  Presho,  lleslan,  Holder,  Hur¬ 
ley,  McLaughlin,  McEttrick,  McNary  and 
Kennedy. 

ABSENT  OR  NOT  VOTING. 

Messrs.  Bond,  Burke,  Cannon,  Clayton,  Con¬ 
verse,  Delano,  11.  O.,  Desmond,  Durant, 

Edgerly,  F  int,  Gould,  Hale,  Harrington, 
Hayes,  J.  B.,  Johnson,  Mahanna,  Means, 
Miller,  Prime,  Raymond,  Russ,  Sears,  Sher¬ 
man,  Swallow,  Tilton,  Wheeler,  Williams. 


VOTE  UPON  THE  ABOLITION  OF  THE 

POLL  TAX  AS  A  REQUISITE  FOR 

VOTING. 

[This  vote  was  taken  upon  the  order  rela¬ 
tive  to  requiring  the  opinion  of  the  justices 
of  the  Supreme  Judicial  Court  upon  the 
proper  construction  ot  Article  111.  of  the 
Amendments  to  the  Constitution.  On  the 
question  of  the  rejection  of  the  order  the 
yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  resulting  as  fol¬ 
lows  :] 

Yeas. 

Messrs.  Adams,  Albree,  Allen,  J.,  Baker,  C. 
H  ,  Baker,  W.  G.,  Banc-rolt,  Barnes,  Bates, 
Bicknell,  Billings,  Bond,  Brown,  Bucklin, 
Butler,  Carpenter,  Cate,  Cheeseman,  Clark,  E. 
T.,  Connell,  c  onve  se,  l  ook,  II.,  Cook,  L.  A., 
Crane,  Crockett,  Cushing,  Cutler,  Dallinger, 
Dame,  Davis,  E.,  I  ':ty,  Dewey,  Durant,  Ed¬ 
son,  Fairbanks,  Fen  in,  Fletcher,  Flint,  Gage, 
Gilman,  Goodhue,  Gray,  Green,  Greenough, 
Gros  man,  Dale,  Ilanson,  Harvey,  Hender¬ 
son,  Hildreth,  J. ,  Hildreth,  S.  B.,  Hill,  Holder, 
llulford,  Johnson,  Kilmer,  Kimbal*,  J.  W., 
Kind-all,  R.,  Kirby,  Kiitredge,  Ladd,  Lane, 
Lattimore,  Lewis,  Loring,  Luther,  Maccabe, 
Mactarlane,  Macomber,  McFethries,  Meade, 
Milton,  Monk, Moore, C.,Morison,  Morse, Mott, 
Munsell,  Murray,  Norcross,  Oakman,  Paul, 
Pennej7,  Perkins,  Pickering,  Powers,  Preslio, 
Raymond,  Rice,  Rowell,  Salter,  Sanger,  Saw¬ 
yer,  Smalley,  Smith,  Sprout,  Stanley,  stover, 
Sullivan,  E.,  Swallow,  Tatt,  Thomas,  Tibbetts, 
Tucker,  Turner,  Tuttle,  Varnum,  Wardwell, 
Wheaton,  White,  Woodman,  Worth. 

Nays. 

Messrs.  Allen,  R.  B.,  Barry,  Bennett,  Buch¬ 
holz.  Burke. Cannon, Carter, Chamber!  in. Cl  ark, 


A.  O.,  Cooke,  Coveney,  Davis,  K.  A.,  Davis, 
J.  H.,  Donoh<>e,  Edwards,  Eldredge,  Fenno, 
Garvey,  Gillespie,  Gould,  Harrington,  Hayes, 
J.  B.,  Hemenway,  Herrod,  Heslan,  Hollister, 
Howard,  Hunt,  Hurley,  Jones,  Kemjjton,  Ken¬ 
dall,  Kennedy,  Kimball,  H.  A.,  Lomasney , 
Lynch,  Lyons,  Mahanna,  McDonald,  Mc¬ 
Donough,  »J.  H.,  McDonough,  J.  J.,  McNa¬ 
mara,  McNary,  Means,  Millet,  Mitchell, 
Moore,  M,J., Moreau,  Moriarty,  O’Brien,  Park- 
hurst,  Parks,  Prindle,  Quigley,  Quincy, 
Quinn,  Bady,  Richardson,  Sanders,  Sears, 
Steam®,  Story,  Sullivan,  J.  H.,  Thurston, 
Tilton,  Tower.  Warren,  Williams,  Worcester. 

Yeas,  110;  Nays,  71. 

Paiks. 

On  this  question,  Messrs-  Sohier,  Hayes  of 
Lynn,  Wheeler,  Howland,  Bullock,  Coburn, 
Tripp  and  Carpenter,  who,  it  was  announced, 
would  have  voted  in  the  affirmative,  were 
paired  respectively  with  Messrs.  McEnaney, 
Littlefield,  Handley,  MeEttrick^  Delano  of 
Marion,  McLaughlin,  Alden  and  Boodey. 

Absent  or  not  Voting. 

Messrs.  Alden,  Barker,  Bemis,  Bowman, 
Britton,  Brophy,  Buckley,  Cady,  Carter, 
Clarke  of  Falmouth,  Curtis,  Day  of  Marble¬ 
head, Delano  ot  Merrimac,  Desmond,  Edgerly, 
Emery,  Farnham,  Field,  Glasgow,  Goddard, 
Goodnow,  Hooper,  Kellogg,  Leslie,  Lincoln, 
Marchant,  Miller, Parkhurst,  Peterson, Prime, 
Ranlett,  Rich,  Russ,  Sanford,  Sears,  Sherman, 
Swallow,  Tutts,  Wallace,  Wheeler  and  Wins¬ 
low. 


VOTP:  ON  REGULATING  HOURS  OF 
LABOR  OF  R.  R.  EMPLOYES. 

[Committee  on  Labor  reported  inexpedient  to 
legislate.  Question  came  on  substituting  a  bill 
offered  by  Representative  Quinn,  of  Worcester, 
for  report  of  committee.] 

Yeas. 

Messrs.  Alden,  T.,  Allen,  R.  B.,  Baker,  C.  H., 
Barker,  Barry,  Bicknell,  Bond,  Boodey,  Britton, 
Brophy,  Buchholz,  Buckley,  Carter,  Chamberlin, 
Clark,  E,  T.,  Conlin,  Cook,  L.  A.,  Cook,  G.  P., 
Coveney,  Day,  B.,  Donohoe,  Edwards,  Fenno, 
Ferrin,  Garvey,  Gillespie,  Gilman,  Gould,  Greene, 
Greenough,  Grossman,  Harvey,  Hetrod,  Heslan, 
Holder,  Howard,  Hulford,  Hurley,  Kennedy,  Kim¬ 
ball,  H.  A.,  Kimball,  R.,  Lomasney,  Luther, 
Lynch,  Lyons,  Macfarlane,  Mahanna,  McDonald, 
McDonough,  J.  H.,  McDonough,  J.  J.,  Me- 
Enany,  McEttrick,  McNary,  Mitchell,  Moore, 
C.,  Moore,  M.  J.,  Moreau,  Moreland,  Moriarty, 
O’Brien,  Parkhurst,  j.,  Penney,  Peterson,  Powers, 
Presho,  Prindle,  Quigley,  Quincy,  Quinn,  Rady, 
Smith,  Story,  Sullivan,  J.  H.,  Thomas,  Tibbetts, 
Tilton,  Tower,  Wallace. 

Nays. 

Messrs.  Adams,  Albree,  Alden,  J.  F.,  Allen,  J., 
Bancrolt,  Barnes,  Bowman,  Brown,  Bullock, 
Butler,  Carpenter,  Clark,  A.  O.,  Coburn,  Connell, 
Cook,  H.,  Crockett,  Curtis,  Cutler,  Dallinger, 
Dame,  Davis,  E. , Davis,  J.  H.,  Day,F.  B., Delano,  H . 
O.,  Delano,  J.  W.,  Dewey,  Durant,  Edson,  Emery, 
Fairbanks,  Farnura.  Fitld,  Flint,  Glasgow,  God¬ 
dard,  Goodhue,  Goodnow,  Gray,  Hale,  Handley, 
Hemenway,  Henderson,  Hildreth,  J.,  Hildreth,  S. 
B.,  Hooper,  Howland,  Johnson,  Kellogg,  Kendall, 
Kimball,  T.  W.,  Kirby,  Kittredge,  Lane,  I.atti- 
more,  Leslie,  Lewis,  Lincoln,  Loring,  McFethries, 
Meade,  Monk,  Morison,  Morse,  Mott,  Murray, 
Parkhurst,  W.  E.,  Paul,  Pickering,  Raymond,  Rice, 
Rich,  Sanders,  Sanger,  Sawyer,  Sears,  Sherman, 


Smalley,  Sohier,  Stearns,  Stover,  Swallow,  Taft, 
Thurston,  Tucker,  Turner,  Tuttle,  Varnum,  Ward- 
well,  Warren,  Wheaton,  Wheeler,  C.  S.,  Wheeler, 
W.  A.,  White,  Williams,  Worth. 

Yeas,  78;  nays,  94. 

Pairs. 

Messrs.  Burke,  Miller,  Hanson  and  Ranlett — 4. 

Absent,  Not  Voting  and  Not  Paired. 

Messrs.  Baker,  W.  E.,  Bates,  Bemis,  Bennett, 
Billings,  Bucklin, Cady,  Carman,  Carpenter,  Carter, 
Cate,  Cheeseman,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Converse, 
Crane,  Cushing,  Davis,  E.  A.,  Desmond,  Edgerly, 
Eldredge,  Fletcher,  Gage,  Harrington,  Hayes,  E. 
B.,  Hayes,  7.  B.,  Hollister,  Hunt,  Jones,  Kempton, 
Kilmer,  Ladd,  Littlefield,  Maccaoe,  Macomber, 
Marchant,  McLaughlin,  McNamara,  Means,  Mil¬ 
let,  Milton,  Munsell,  Norcross,  Oakman,  Parks, 
Perkins,  Prime,  Richardson,  Rowell,  Russ,  Salter, 
Sanford,  Sears,  Smith,  Sprout,  Stanley,  Sullivan, 
E.,  Swallow,  Tripp,  Tufts,  Winslow,  Woodman, 
Worcester. 


SENATE  ROLL  CALL. 

As  the  Seuate  was  the  battle-grouud 
where  the  corporation  cohorts  rallied 
their  forces,  there  were  more  opportuni¬ 
ties  for  forcing  test  votes,  as  will  be  seen 
bv  the  subjoined: 

SENATE  VOTE  ON  58  HOUR  BILL. 

[Question  on  ordering  to  a  third  reading.] 
Yeas. 

Messrs.  Bradley,  Breed,  Carberry,  Creed,  Dav¬ 
enport,  Donovan,  E.  J.,  Donovan,  J.,  Gammans, 
Haggerty,  Hart,  Howard,  Hunt,  Savage,  Tucke 
— *4- 

Nays. 

Messrs.  Baker,  Campbell,  Coffin,  Cook,  Dodge, 
Dwinell,  Ely,  Evans,  Fassett,  Field,  Fisk,  Good¬ 
win,  Harlow,  Hosmer,  Jnques,  Low,  Metcalf,  Oak- 
man,  Parker,  Pinkerton,  Robbins,  Stevens,  Towle 
—33- 

Paired. 

Messrs.  Gleason  (yea)  and  Palmer  (nay) — 2. 


SENATE  VOTE  ON  ORDERING  9  HOUR 
BILL  THIRD  READING. 

Yeas. 

Messrs.  Breed,  Campbell,  Carberry,  Coffin, 
Creed,  Donovan,  E.J.,  Donovan,  J.,  Flvans,  Gam- 
mans,  Haggerty,  Hart,  Hunt,  Metcalf.  Parker, 
Towle — 15. 

Nays. 

Messrs,  Bradley,  Dodge,  Dwinell,  Fassett,  Fisk, 
Goodwin,  Harlow,  Hosmer,  Howard,  Jaques,  Low, 
Stevens — 12. 

Paired. 

Messrs.  Gleason,  Davenport  and  Tucke  (yea), 
and  Palmer,  Ely  and  Field  (nay) — 6. 

Absent  or  Not  Voting. 

Messrs.  Baker,  Cook,  Oakman,  Pinkerton,  Rob¬ 
bins,  Savage — 6. 


>* 


EXTENDING  EMPLOYERS’  LIABILITY. 

[Bill  defeated  June  9,  by  a  vote  of  9  to  2,  without 
roll  call.  Reconsideration  moved  June  10.  Labor 
men  for  reconsideration.] 

Yeas. 

Messrs.  Bradley,  Breed,  Carberry,  Creed,  Dono¬ 
van,  E.  J.,  Gammans,  Haggartv,  Howard,  Hunt, 
Robbins,  Savage.  Towle — 12. 

Nays. 

Messrs.  Baker,  Coffin,  Cook,  Davenport,  Dodge, 
Dwinell,  Ely,  Evans,  Fassett,  Field,  Fisk,  Har¬ 
low,  Hosmer,  Jaques,  Low,  Metcalf,  Oakman,  Pal¬ 
mer,  Parker — 19. 

Paired. 

Messrs.  Donovan,  J.,  (yea)  and  Stevens  (nay) — 2. 

Absent  or  Not  Voting. 

Messrs.  Campbell,  Gleason,  Goodwin,  Hart, 
Pinkerton,  Tucke — 6. 


SENATE  VOTE  ON  BILL  TO  ABOLISH 
FINES  FOR  IMPERFECT  WEAVING. 

[Tie  vote,  made  so  by  vote  of  President  Sprague.] 

Yeas. 

Messrs.  Bradley,  Breed,  Campbell,  Carberry, 
Creed,  Dodge,  Donovan,  E.  J.,  Donovan,  J.,  Hart, 
Howard,  Hunt,  Jaques,  Robbins,  Savage,  Towle 
—15* 

Nays. 

Messrs.  Baker,  Cook,  Ely,  Evans,  Field,  Good 
win,  Harlow,  Hosmer,  Metcalf,  Oakman,  Palmer, 
Pinkerton,  Sprague,  Stevens,  Tucke — 15. 

Paired, 

Messrs.  Haggarty,  Low,  Coffin,  Davenport  and 
Gammans  (yea),  paired  with  Messrs.  Dwinell, 
Fassett,  Fisk,  Parker  and  Gleason,  respectively, 

— to. 
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